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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF MOHAVE ELECTRIC 
COOPERATX'W, INC. - F " G  FOR AN EXTIENSION OF 'ITME IN 'jSMIICH TO 
FILE ITS UNBuhiDI .Fill SERVICE TARIFFS (DOCKET NO. E41 75C A-97-070 1 ) 

On ckecember 8, 1997, Mohave Electric Cooperative, Inc., submitted a ;quest for 
extension of ? b e  in which to tile its unbundled tad% as required by A A.C. R14-2- 1606.C 

StafF has reviewed the request for extension. Affected utilit;es have known since 
Decennber 26. 1996, that the subject fihg(s) were due at the end of 1997. There are tweive 
aflikcted utilities which include Arizona's investor-owned utilities as w& as Arizona's electric 
cooperatives. Tbe Retail Ekchk Compehtkm Rules, A.A.C., 8142-1601 et seq , contemplate 
the need for a substantial mount of time to evaluate and conduct proceedings on a variety of 
fiiings o f s ~  utiiities pior to the start of retail electric Competition on Janllary 1,1999. The 
need for adequate time is the reason why the rules require a December 3 I ,  1997, filing date 

Becausp! all affected utilities will be filing unbundled tariffq customer selection plans, 
system benefits charge A w m ,  stranded cost calculations, and possibly standard offer taris, 
it is imperative that dl aEkcted utilities are strictly held to filing schedules. 

F a h e  to aliow ade+ate time for proper evaluation, adqua e public notice. and a 
reasonable review proc ss c d d  have an impact on the start of retail electric competition in 
Arizam. Requiring prorpt ming of required items would allow S a  as \cell as other intervenors, 
adequate time for thou$ittkl and prudent review and processkg of ail filings. If tbe Arizona 
Corporzlaion Conmission (Commission) were to grant the waivers as requested by one-half of the 
twelve aflkaed uxWes, the Wt would require the Commission to delay review of certain retai1 
electric competition Rings until later in 1998, precipitating scheduling djficukies 
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S M r e ~ o ~ d s  that the waiver request be denied and that the applicant be ordered to 
provide the required &g immediately. Further, StafF recommends that if the fSng is not made 
by fanwry 30,1998, that the Commission direct St& to evaluate the circumstances behind the 
failure to tile and ations for specific sanctions to be imposed on the appiicant if 
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